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Commissioner for Patents 

Appellant chose to file amendment on November 15, 2010 after the decision by the Board rather than filing a RCE. However, such 
amendment is improper and thus it is NOT entered for reasons given below because prosecution is closed. Notice of abandonment 
will be issued shortly if appellant had not filed the request for seeking Court review. 

1 . All claims stand rejected and the period for seeking court review appears to have lapsed. Thus, the application is abandoned. See 
MPEP 1214.06. 

2. Appellant is not entitled to have such amendment entered as a matter of right unless the amendment is submitted with a request for 
continued examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) since prosecution is closed and since the 
proposed amendment was not suggested in an explicit statement by the Board under 37 CFR 41.50 (c ). See MPEP 1214.06 and 
1214.07. 

3 . Even if somehow appellant had a right to file the amendment (the examiner does not think as though as the reason given above), 
the amendment has many defects/issues as following; 

A. Preamble (The print medium AND microporous coating) recited in dependent claims lacks antecedent basis in the independent 
claim in which "A print medium HAVING a microporous coating" is recited. Again, such preamlbe is indefinite. 

B. Dependent claim 87 has been rejected under the prior art along with the independent claim 48 and thus said calim 87 must be 
cancelled. See MPEP 1214.06. 

C. Each dependent claims 80-90 should be combined with the claim 48, not with combined 48 and 49. Scope of amended claims 80- 
90 is different from that of the appealed claims 80-90 which were dependent on claim 48 only. 

D. The final decision by the Board affirmed the rejection of all claims and thus all claims must be cancelled which would yield 
abandonment since no claim is allowed. 
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